
 II-441 Individuals 

IND104 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND104-3 Comment noted. 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

IND104-4 The Section 106 review process for the Projects is discussed in Section 

4.10.1 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-442 Individuals 

IND104 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-443 Individuals 

IND104 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND104-5 See the responses to comment CM1-12 and CM1-34.  The FERC has and 

will continue to consider input from the public on the Section 106 review 

process. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND104-6 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-444 Individuals 

IND104 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND104-7 The required signage for the M&R facility would be determined by the 

NPS and Transco in accordance with requirements of the DOT in 49 CFR 
Part 192. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

IND104-8 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-445 Individuals 

IND104 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IND104-9 The Section 106 process is described in Section 4.10.1 of the EIS.  The 
intent of Recommendation 23 is to ensure that all required information is 
filed with the Secretary and the Section 106 process is complete prior to 
construction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IND104-10 See the response to comment CM1-34. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IND104-11 The Section 106 review process for the Projects is discussed in Section 
4.10.1 of the EIS. 

 
  



 II-446 Individuals 

IND104 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-447 Individuals 

IND105 – Stephen Plachta 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND105-1 See the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

 
IND105-2 See the response to comment CM1-34. 

 

 

  



 II-448 Individuals 

IND106 – Siena Chrisman 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND106-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project and to construction during the 

summer is noted.  Public health will not be endangered by construction 

activities. 
 

 

 
 

 

IND106-2 See the response to comment CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-449 Individuals 

IND107 – Mary Lizzi 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND107-1 See the response to comment CM1-21.  

 

 
IND107-2 Your opposition to use of NPS lands for the Rockaway Project is noted.  

Various alternatives to the Projects are discussed in Section 3.0 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-450 Individuals 

IND108 – Karen Hirsch 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND108-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Pipeline safety is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-451 Individuals 

IND109 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND109-1 The NPS has not issued a lease to Transco.  See the responses to comments 

CM1-12 and CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-452 Individuals 

IND110 – David Fisher 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND110-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-453 Individuals 

IND111 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND111-1 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-454 Individuals 

IND112 – Ellen Belcher 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND112-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on Rockaway 

Beach are discussed throughout the EIS.  Impacts on land uses are 

discussed in Section 4.8 of the EIS.  Impacts on wildlife, including fish, 
are discussed in Sections 4.5 and 4.6 of the EIS.  Impacts on threatened 

and endangered species are discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS. 

 
IND112-2 See the responses to comments CM1-19 and CM1-56. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND112-3 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND112-4 See the responses to comments CM1-8 and CM1-50. 

 

  



 II-455 Individuals 

IND112 – Ellen Belcher (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND112-5 Comment noted.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species are 

discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS. 
 

 
 

IND112-6 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine mammals are discussed in Section 

4.5.2.2 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

IND112-7 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Section 4.6.3 of 

the EIS. 

 

  



 II-456 Individuals 

IND113 – Hary Bubin 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND113-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine mammals are discussed in Section 

4.5.2.2 of the EIS. 

 
 

 

 
 

IND113-2 Comment noted.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species are 

discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-85 
regarding the potential for resuspension of contaminated sediments in the 

water column. 

 
 

 

IND113-3 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 
4.6.6 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

IND113-4 Comment noted.  Impacts on benthic species are discussed in Sections 

4.5.2.1, 4.5.3.2, 4.6.3.2, 4.8.4.1, and 4.9.6 of the EIS.  Impacts on benthic 
species due to maintenance operations once every seven years are 

discussed in Section 4.5.3.2 of the EIS. 

IND113-5 Comment noted.  Impacts on birds are discussed in Sections 4.5.2.3, 
4.5.2.4, 4.5.3, 4.7.1.5, and 4.7.5 of the EIS.  Pipeline operations are not 

expected to effect birds.  Emissions associated with operation of the M&R 

facility, including fugitive emissions, are discussed in Section 4.11.1 of 
the EIS. 

IND113-6 Comment noted. 

 

IND113-7 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 

3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-457 Individuals 

IND114 – Katie Issel Pitre 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND114-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on wildlife are 

discussed in Sections 4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 of the EIS.  The Rockaway Project 

would not impact state park land. 

 

  



 II-458 Individuals 

IND115 – Emily Hegarty 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND115-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on the environment are discussed throughout the 

EIS.  See the responses to comments CM1-8, CM1-53, and CM1-79. 

 

  



 II-459 Individuals 

IND116 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND116-1 One of the purposes of the pre-filing process is to identify and begin the 

process of evaluating potential alternatives for review in the NEPA 

document.  The FERC’s review of potential alternative sites for the M&R 
facility began shortly after the pre-filing process was initiated and 

continued through the preparation of the draft EIS.  Section 3.5 of the EIS 

provides an analysis of five potential alternative sites for the M&R facility, 
and compares those sites to Transco’s preferred site, which is at Hangars 1 

and 2 at Floyd Bennett Field.  Transco's discussions with the NPS from 

2010 through 2012 were necessary to determine the feasibility of using the 
hangar complex as a potential site for the M&R facility.  Transco had 

similar discussions with the NPS about other alternative sites.  The NPS 

has not at this time issued a lease to Transco nor has it decided to issue a 
lease to Transco to use the hangars.  The NPS will not make a decision 

whether to issue a lease to Transco until after the NEPA review is 

completed.  We also note that any decisions made by the NPS are not 
binding on the Commission and vice versa.  See the responses to 

comments CM1-12 and CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-460 Individuals 

IND116 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-461 Individuals 

IND116 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-462 Individuals 

IND117 – Form Letter 1 (Judith Canepa, et al.) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND117-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

 

IND117-2 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  
Impacts on marine species and wildlife habitats are discussed in Sections 

4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 of the EIS.  The purpose and need for the Rockaway 

Project is discussed in Section 1.1 of the EIS.  Renewable energy 
alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

IND117-3 See the response to comment CM1-6. 

IND117-4 GHG emissions are discussed in Section 4.11.1.4 of the EIS.  Gas 

emissions from upstream production are not the subject of this EIS, and 
this issue is not directly related to the Projects.  See the response to 

comment CM1-68. 

IND117-5 The overall effects of the Projects on the price of natural gas have not been 

studied.  However, the Projects would provide a new incremental supply of 

natural gas to the New York City market area to meet current and 
projected demand, which could help moderate natural gas prices in the 

New York City area.  The export of LNG is not the subject of this EIS, nor 

is the issue directly related to the Projects.  Renewable energy alternatives 
are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

IND117-6 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-463 Individuals 

IND118 – Charlotte Phillips 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND118-1 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.   

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND118-2 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.   
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

IND118-3 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 
and CO11-23.   

 

  



 II-464 Individuals 

IND118 – Charlotte Phillips (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-465 Individuals 

IND119 – Harvey Klatzko 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND119-1 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-466 Individuals 

IND120 – Paul Manson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND120-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on historic resources, including the hangars, are 

discussed in Section 4.10.1 of the EIS.  Impacts on land uses are discussed 

in Section 4.8 of the EIS.  Impacts on ecosystems are discussed in Sections 
4.2 through 4.7 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-467 Individuals 

IND121 – Marie Argeris 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND121-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  The Rockaway Project 

would not impact Jamaica Bay wetlands.  Pipeline safety incidents, 

including incidents on Transco's system, are discussed in Section 4.12.2 of 
the EIS.  Transco's request for an IHA under the Marine Mammal 

Protection Act (MMPA) is discussed in Section 4.5.2.2 of the EIS.  Land 

use impacts are discussed in Section 4.8 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-468 Individuals 

IND122 – Kenneth Gale 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND122-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on right whales are discussed in Section 4.7.1.1 

of the EIS.  Impacts on birds are discussed in Sections 4.5.2.3, 4.5.2.4, 

4.5.3, 4.7.1.5, and 4.7.5 of the EIS.   

 

  



 II-469 Individuals 

IND123 – Anne Bassen 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND123-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 

4.6.6 of the EIS.  Impacts on fisheries are discussed in Sections 4.8.4.1 and 

4.9.6 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-470 Individuals 

IND124 – Leyana Dessauer 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND124-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-471 Individuals 

IND125 – Eleanor Preiss 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND125-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on the GNRA 

are discussed in Section 4.8.7 of the EIS.  Impacts on wildlife are 

discussed in Sections 4.5 through 4.7 of the EIS.  Land use impacts are 
discussed in Section 4.8.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the 

EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-21. 

IND125-2 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-14 and CM1-146.  
Noise from the HDD, including noise from both the onshore entry pit and 

the offshore exit pit, is not expected to be audible at Rockaway Beach.  

Economic impacts from the Rockaway Project are discussed in Section 
4.9.6 of the EIS.  No impacts from traffic along Flatbush Avenue to the 

M&R facility are anticipated.  The Commission has no jurisdiction over 

the siting of the BQI pipelines. 

 

  



 II-472 Individuals 

IND126– Eleanor Preiss 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND126-1 Comment noted.  Transco's request for an IHA under the MMPA is 

discussed in Section 4.5.2.2 of the EIS.  Impacts on right whales are 

discussed in Section 4.7.1.1 of the EIS.   

 

  



 II-473 Individuals 

IND127 – Betty Winkler 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND127-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  See the response to 

comment CO11-33. 

 

  



 II-474 Individuals 

IND128 – Jonathon Cole 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND128-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on natural 

resources are discussed throughout the EIS.  Impacts on marine mammals 

and Transco's request for an IHA under the MMPA are discussed in 
Section 4.5.2.2 of the EIS.  Transco's proposed use of the HDD method to 

cross under Rockaway Beach would avoid impacts on wetlands. 

 
 

IND128-2 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.   

 

  



 II-475 Individuals 

IND129 – Robin Ginsburg 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND129-1 Comment noted.  GHG emissions are discussed in Section 4.11.1.4 of the 

EIS.  The Rockaway Project would not impact the Hudson River.  See the 

responses to comments CM1-6 and CM1-146. 

 

  



 II-476 Individuals 

IND130 – Eleanor Preiss 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND130-1 Comment noted.  Cumulative impacts are discussed in Section 4.13 of the 

EIS.  See the responses to comments CM1-6 and CM1-21. 

 
 

 

 
 

IND130-2 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-41 and CM1-56.  

Pipeline buildout in the Northeast region and hydraulic fracturing are not 
the subjects of this EIS, and these issues are not directly related to the 

Projects. 

 
 

IND130-3 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-477 Individuals 

IND131 – Jennifer Kline 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND131-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Pipeline safety is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  Impacts on land uses are discussed in 

Section 4.8 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-21. 

 

  



 II-478 Individuals 

IND132 – Jeremy Jones 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND132-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on marine 

wildlife are discussed in Sections 4.5 through 4.8 of the EIS, and impacts 

on fisheries are discussed in Sections 4.8.4.1 and 4.9.6 of the EIS.  See the 
response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-479 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-1 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  

See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

 
 

 

IND133-2 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-53 and CM1-79. 

 

 

 
IND133-3 Comment noted.  The pipeline would carry natural gas, not a liquid.  No 

impacts on Rockaway Beach are expected during construction or operation 

of the Rockaway Project.  See the response to comment CM1-146.  
Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-480 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND133-4 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 

3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-481 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-5 See the response to comment CM1-6. 

 
 

 

IND133-6 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

IND133-7 Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-482 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-8 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS.  

The Projects would not involve hydraulic fracturing.  See the responses to 

comments CM1-6 and CM1-8.  

 

  



 II-483 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-9 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

 

 
 

IND133-10 Comment noted.  Impacts on wildlife are discussed in Sections 4.5 through 

4.7 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-484 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-11 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  

The purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in Section 1.1 of the 

EIS. 

 
IND133-12 Comment noted.  No impacts on Rockaway Beach are expected during 

construction or operation of the Rockaway Project.  See the response to 

comment CM1-146.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12.  of the 

EIS  

 

IND133-13 See the response to comment CM2-13. 

 

  



 II-485 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-14 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-486 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-15 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-487 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-16 Comment noted.  GHG emissions are discussed in Section 4.11.1.4 of the 

EIS.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 4.6.6 of the 

EIS.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-488 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-17 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-489 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-18 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 

4.6.6 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-85 regarding the 

potential for resuspension of contaminated sediments in the water column. 

 
IND133-19 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in 

Section 1.1 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

IND133-20 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-490 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-21 Impacts on marine species are discussed in Sections 4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 of the 

EIS.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species are discussed in 

Section 4.7 of the EIS. 

IND133-22 See the response to comment CM1-85. 

IND133-23 See the response to comment CM1-6. 

IND133-24 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

IND133-25 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  
See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-491 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-492 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-26 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-493 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-27 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  

See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

 
 

IND133-28 Comment noted.  Impacts on wildlife are discussed in Sections 4.5 through 

4.7 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-494 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-495 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND133-29 See the response to comment CM1-6.  Renewable energy alternatives are 

discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

IND133-30 See the response to comment CM1-1. 

 

  



 II-496 Individuals 

IND133 – Form Letter 2 (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-497 Individuals 

IND134 – Martha Cameron 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND134-1 See the response to comment CM2-32.  Energy conservation alternatives 

are discussed in Section 3.2.1 of the EIS.  Renewable energy alternatives 
are discussed in Section 3.2.2. 

 
 

 

 
 

IND134-2 See the response to comment CM1-56. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND134-3 See the responses to comments CM1-34 and CM1-44. 

 

 

 
 

 

IND134-4 See the responses to comments CM1-34 and CM1-44. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND134-5 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-498 Individuals 

IND134 – Martha Cameron (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND134-6 Comment noted. 

 

 
 

 

 
IND134-7 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-499 Individuals 

IND134 – Martha Cameron (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND134-8 Comment noted.  The Rockaway Project is not expected to significantly 

impact artificial reefs.  In fact, the preferred route avoids artificial reef 

structures relative to other alternative routes as discussed in Section 3.4 of 

the EIS.  Impacts on coral are discussed in Section 4.6.3.2 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
IND134-9 Comment noted.  As discussed in Section 4.6.3.2 of the EIS, construction 

of the Rockaway Delivery Lateral would disturb less than 100,000 cubic 

yards of seabed sediment due to offshore excavations.  See the response to 
comment CM1-85 regarding the potential for resuspension of 

contaminated sediments in the water column. 

IND134-10 Comment noted.  Impacts on benthic species, which include oysters, are 
discussed in Sections 4.5 and 4.6 of the EIS. 

 

 

IND134-11 Comment noted.  The Rockaway Project would not impact Jamaica Bay.  

Impacts on marine species are discussed in Sections 4.5 through 4.7 of the 

EIS.  Impacts on fisheries are discussed in Sections 4.8.4.1 and 4.9.6 of the 
EIS. 

 

 
 

 

 
IND134-12 Comment noted.  The Rockaway Project would not impact the Jamaica 

Bay Wildlife Refuge.  Impacts on birds are discussed in Sections 4.5.2.3, 

4.5.2.4, 4.5.3, 4.7.1.5, and 4.7.5 of the EIS.  Impacts on wildlife are 
discussed in Sections 4.5 through 4.7 of the EIS. 

 

IND134-13 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-500 Individuals 

IND135 – Alexa Coyle 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND135-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Pipeline safety is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  As discussed in Section 4.8.8 of the 
EIS, visual impacts on the beach and at Floyd Bennett Field would be 

short term and temporary, limited to the period of construction.  The 
purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in Section 1.1 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-501 Individuals 

IND136 – Martha Cameron 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND136-1 The purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in Section 1.1 of the 

EIS. 
 

 
 

 

IND136-2 Comment noted.  Energy conservation and renewable energy alternatives 
are discussed in Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

IND136-3 Comment noted.  

 

  



 II-502 Individuals 

IND136 – Martha Cameron (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-503 Individuals 

IND137 – Elliot Figman 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND137-1 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 

3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-504 Individuals 

IND138 – Elliot Figman 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND138-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  See the response to 

comment CM1-21.   

 

  



 II-505 Individuals 

IND139 – Peter Eliscu 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND139-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-506 Individuals 

IND140 – Jessica Roff 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND140-1 See the response to comment CM1-14.  

 

  



 II-507 Individuals 

IND141 – Jessica Roff 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND141-1 Comment noted.  Safety for pipelines that transport natural gas are subject 

to the DOT's Minimum Federal Safety Standards in 49 CFR Part 192.  

Also see the response to comment CM1-56. 

IND141-2 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.   

 

 
 

IND141-3 Comment noted.    

 

  



 II-508 Individuals 

IND142 – Margaret Vreeland 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND142-1 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

IND142-2 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-8 and CM1-50.  

Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND142-3 Comment noted.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species are 
discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

IND142-4 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine species are discussed in Sections 4.5 

through 4.7 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

IND142-5 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 

4.6.6 of the EIS. 

IND142-6 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-85. 

 

  



 II-509 Individuals 

IND142 – Margaret Vreeland (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND142-7 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM2-19. 

 

 
 

 

IND142-8 See the response to comment CM1-6. 
 

 

IND142-9 Comment noted.  Our analysis of air quality impacts in Section 4.11.1 of 
the EIS includes fugitive emissions resulting from operation of the 

Projects.  

 
IND142-10 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 

3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-510 Individuals 

IND143 – Elise Knudson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND143-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-6. 

 
 

 
IND143-2 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  See the response to 

comment CM1-6.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-511 Individuals 

IND144 – Jen Fisher 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND144-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-512 Individuals 

IND145 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND145-1 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.   

 

  



 II-513 Individuals 

IND146 – Beverly Birks 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND146-1 Comment noted.  The Projects do not involve the export of natural gas; the 

Projects would supply gas to New York City.  Renewable energy 
alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS.  See the response to 

comment CM1-6. 

 

  



 II-514 Individuals 

IND147 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND147-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species are 

discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS. 

 
 

 

IND147-2 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine species are discussed in Sections 4.5 
through 4.7 of the EIS.  Transco's request for an IHA under the MMPA is 

discussed in Section 4.5.2.2 of the EIS. 

 
 

IND147-3 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 

4.6.6 of the EIS. 
 

IND147-4 Comment noted.  Impacts on benthic species are discussed in Sections 4.5 

and 4.6 of the EIS. 

 

IND147-5 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM2-19. 

 

  



 II-515 Individuals 

IND148 – Jessica Roff 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND148-1 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-1 and CM1-168. 

 
 

 
 

 

IND148-2 Comment noted. 
 

 

IND148-3 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety, including Transco's incident history, is 
discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

IND148-4 See the response to comment CO3-1. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND148-5 See the response to comment CM1-1. 

 

  



 II-516 Individuals 

IND149 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND149-1 See the response to comment CM1-56. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

IND149-2 See the responses to comments CM1-56 and CM1-122. 

 

  



 II-517 Individuals 

IND150 – Alice Zinnes 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND150-1 See the responses to comments CM2-13 and IND10-19. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND150-2 See the response to comment CM1-6. 

 

  



 II-518 Individuals 

IND151 – Eileen Rourke 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND151-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND151-2 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

IND151-3 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

IND151-4 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-519 Individuals 

IND151 – Eileen Rourke (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND151-5 See the responses to comments CM1-56 and CM1-122. 

 

 
 

IND151-6 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-520 Individuals 

IND152 – Jessica Roff 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND152-1 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-1 and CM1-168. 

 
 

 
 

 

IND152-2 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-8. 
 

 

 
 

IND152-3 Comment noted. 

 
 

IND152-4 See the response to comment CM1-122. 

 

  



 II-521 Individuals 

IND153 – Alice Zinnes 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND153-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

 

IND153-2 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine mammals are discussed in Section 

4.5.2.2 of the EIS.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species are 

discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND153-3 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 
4.6.6 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

 

IND153-4 Comment noted.  Impacts on benthic species are discussed in Sections 4.5 
and 4.6 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

 
IND153-5 Comment noted.  Impacts on birds are discussed in Sections 4.5.2.3, 

4.5.2.4, 4.5.3, 4.7.1.5, and 4.7.5 of the EIS. 

 
 

 

IND153-6 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM2-19. 

 

  



 II-522 Individuals 

IND153 – Alice Zinnes (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-523 Individuals 

IND154 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND154-1 See the response to comment CO3-1. 

 

  



 II-524 Individuals 

IND154 – Edith Kantrowitz (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-525 Individuals 

IND155 – Alice Zinnes 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND155-1 See the response to comment CM1-21.   

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND155-2 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21, 

CO5-8, and CO11-23. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND155-3 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND155-4 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 
and CO11-23. 

 

  



 II-526 Individuals 

IND155 – Alice Zinnes (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND155-5 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21, 

CO5-8, and CO11-23.   

 

  



 II-527 Individuals 

IND156 – Alice Zinnes 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND156-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project, and to use of the hangars for the 

M&R facility, is noted.  The public does not currently have access to the 

hangars because the buildings are deteriorated. 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND156-2 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-34.  The M&R 
facility would be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in 

accordance with or to exceed the DOT's Minimum Federal Safety 

Standards in 49 CFR Part 192 and with applicable New York City codes.  
Transco's proposed rehabilitation of the hangars is discussed in Section 

4.10.1 of the EIS.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND156-3 Comment noted.  Transco's CPP is described in Sections 4.10.1 and 4.11.3 
of the EIS.  The Section 106 process is discussed in Section 4.10.1 of the 

EIS.  

 

 

  



 II-528 Individuals 

IND156 – Alice Zinnes (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND156-4 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-34.  Pipeline safety is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-529 Individuals 

IND157 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND157-1 See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND157-2 See the response to comment CM1-50. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND157-3 See the response to CM2-27. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND157-4 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-530 Individuals 

IND158 – Rev. Ieva Zadina 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND158-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Renewable energy 

alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 
 

 
 

 

 
IND158-2 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-168. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND158-3 See the response to comment CM2-32.  Energy conservation and 

renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 of 

the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND158-4 See the response to comment CM1-21.   

 

  



 II-531 Individuals 

IND158 – Rev. Ieva Zadina (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-532 Individuals 

IND159 – Alice Zinnes 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND159-1 See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

IND159-2 See the response to comment CM1-50. 

 
 

 

IND159-3 See the response to comment CM2-27. 
 

IND159-4 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety, including Transco's incident history, is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-533 Individuals 

IND159 – Alice Zinnes (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND159-5 Comment noted.    

 

  



 II-534 Individuals 

IND160 – Jessica Roff 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND160-1 See the response to comment CM1-168. 

 

 

 

 

 
IND160-2 See the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

 
IND160-3 See the response to comment CM1-85. 

 

 
 

IND160-4 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

IND160-5 See the response to comment CM1-14.  

 

  



 II-535 Individuals 

IND161 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND161-1 We believe our analysis demonstrates that the Long Beach Delivery Point 

Alternative would result in greater impacts than the Rockaway Project.  

Also see the response to comment CM1-56. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND161-2 We believe our analysis demonstrates that the Northeast Supply Link 

Project would not meet the objective of the Projects. 

 

  



 II-536 Individuals 

IND161 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND161-3 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND161-4 Your preference for Alternative Site 3 is noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND161-5 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-537 Individuals 

IND161 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND161-6 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and CM1-34.  Maintenance 

activities are discussed throughout the EIS. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND161-7 The risks of the pipeline and M&R facility and safety impacts are 

discussed in Sections 4.12.2 and 4.12.3 of the EIS.  
 

 

 
IND161-8 Construction procedures for the M&R facility are discussed in Section 

2.3.2 of the EIS.  Mitigation measures, such as the CPP and restoration of 

the hangars, are discussed throughout the EIS. 

 

  



 II-538 Individuals 

IND161 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-539 Individuals 

IND162 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND162-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND162-2 Existing or proposed industrial facilities on NPS lands are not the subject 

of this EIS. 

 

  



 II-540 Individuals 

IND162 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-541 Individuals 

IND163 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND163-1 Any contractual agreements between Transco and National Grid to deliver 

gas by a specified date are irrelevant in the context of NEPA review.  The 

Commission is not bound by any agreement between Transco and National 
Grid to issue a decision on the Projects by any given date. 

 

  



 II-542 Individuals 

IND163 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-543 Individuals 

IND164 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND164-1 See the response to comment CM1-14.  

 

  



 II-544 Individuals 

IND165 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND165-1 See the response to comment IND116-1. 

 

  



 II-545 Individuals 

IND166 – Joanne Steele 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND166-1 As discussed in Sections 2.3.1 and 4.12.1 of the EIS, welds would be non-

destructively tested and then verified in the field by x-ray before 
installation is considered complete. 

IND166-2 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-546 Individuals 

IND167 – Asia Meshack 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND167-1 Comment noted. 

 

 
 

 

IND167-2 See the response to comment CM1-6. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND167-3 Comment noted.  Air impacts associated with the Projects are discussed in 

Section 4.11.1 of the EIS.  Air emissions from the development of natural 

gas resources in upstream areas are not the subject of this EIS. 

IND167-4 Comment noted. 

IND167-5 Comment noted. 

IND167-6 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-547 Individuals 

IND168 – Julianna Forlano 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND168-1 Comment noted. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND168-2 Comment noted. 
 

 

 
 

IND168-3 Your opposition to construction during summer is noted. 

IND168-4 See the response to comment CM1-56. 

IND168-5 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-548 Individuals 

IND169 – Beth Perkins 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND169-1 Comment noted. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND169-2 The offshore pipeline trench is expected to measure about 38 feet wide. 

 
IND169-3 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-549 Individuals 

IND170 – Lawrence 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND170-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-6.  

 

  



 II-550 Individuals 

IND171 – Margery Schab 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND171-1 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

 
IND171-2 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-14 and CM1-43. 

 

 
 

IND171-3 See the response to comment CM1-43.  Energy conservation alternatives 
are discussed in Section 3.2.1 of the EIS. 

 

 
IND171-4 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-551 Individuals 

IND172 – Margery Schab 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND172-1 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives, including the referenced 

project, are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND172-2 Comment noted. 

 

 
 

IND172-3 See the response to comment CM1-21.   

 

  



 II-552 Individuals 

IND173 – Jose 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND173-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-553 Individuals 

IND174 – Nancy Castleman 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND174-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on wildlife are 

discussed in Sections 4.5 through 4.7 of the EIS.  Land use impacts are 
discussed in Section 4.8 of the EIS.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 

4.12 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-6.  

 

  



 II-554 Individuals 

IND175 – Shyama Orum 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND175-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  See the response to 

comment CM1-6. 

 
IND175-2 Comment noted.  Air quality impacts are discussed in Section 4.11.1 of the 

EIS. 

 
 

IND175-3 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 

3.2.2 of the EIS. 
 

 

IND175-4 The purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in Section 1.1 of the 
EIS. 

 

  



 II-555 Individuals 

IND176 – Allegra Dengler 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND176-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-556 Individuals 

IND177 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND177-1 Comment noted. 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND177-2 Comment noted.  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

  
IND177-3 See Section 3.5 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-557 Individuals 

IND177 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

IND177-4 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

IND177-5 As discussed in Section 3.0 of the EIS, not all conceivable alternatives are 
technically and economically practicable and feasible.  Some alternatives 

may be impracticable or infeasible because they are unavailable for use or 

are incapable of being implemented.  We did not evaluate the area on the 
east side of Flatbush Avenue just north of the Belt Parkway Interchange as 

an alternative site for the M&R facility because the land was not available 

for purchase or lease to Transco by its owner, a factor we consider in our 
evaluation of alternative sites for aboveground facilities.  Additionally, 

there are several factors that would limit development of the site as an 

M&R facility, including the amount of available space and ongoing 
erosion of the site between Mill Basin and Flatbush Avenue. 

 

  



 II-558 Individuals 

IND177 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND177-6 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND177-7 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-559 Individuals 

IND177 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND177-8 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-560 Individuals 

IND178 – Carol and Michael McKenna 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND178-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Construction of the 

Rockaway Project has not been approved. 

 

  



 II-561 Individuals 

IND179 – Ida Sanoff 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND179-1 Your opposition to use of the hangars for the proposed M&R facility is 

noted.  See the response to comment CM1-34. 

 

 

 

 
IND179-2 Comment noted.  Impacts on the marine environment due to offshore 

trenching and the HDD operation are discussed in Sections 4.3, 4.5, 4.6, 

and 4.7 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-85 regarding the 
potential for resuspension of contaminated sediments in the water column. 

 

 
 

 

 
IND179-3 See the response to comment CM2-24. 

 

 

 

IND179-4 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-562 Individuals 

IND179 – Ida Sanoff (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND179-5 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine mammals are discussed in Section 

4.5.2.2 of the EIS. 

IND179-6 Comment noted. 

IND179-7 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM2-27.  Pipeline safety is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS.  Evacuation plans are not required for 

the Projects. 

IND179-8 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-563 Individuals 

IND180 – Moira Meltzer-Cohen 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND180-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  See the response to 

comment CM1-6.   

 

  



 II-564 Individuals 

IND181 – C.J. Holm 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND181-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-565 Individuals 

IND182 – Meredith Dillon 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND182-1 Comment noted. 

 
 

 
 

 

 
IND182-2 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in 

Section 1.1 of the EIS.  Energy conservation and renewable energy 

alternatives are discussed in Sections 3.1.1 and 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

IND182-3 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-31 and CO11-19.  

Pipeline safety, including Transco's incident history, is discussed in 
Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

IND182-4 See the response to comment CM1-21.   

 

 

IND182-5 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine wildlife are discussed in Sections 4.5, 
4.6, and 4.7 of the EIS.  Impacts on fisheries are discussed in Sections 

4.8.4 and 4.9.6 of the EIS. 

IND182-6 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine mammals including Transco's request 

to NOAA Fisheries for an IHA under the MMPA are discussed in Section 

4.5.2.2 of the EIS. 

IND182-7 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-68. 

 

  



 II-566 Individuals 

IND183 – Ann Bassen 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND183-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Renewable energy 

alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-567 Individuals 

IND184 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

IND184-1 This issue will be addressed by the NPS in their decision document for the 
Rockaway Project. 

 

  



 II-568 Individuals 

IND185 – John Baldwin 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND185-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-68.  Renewable 

energy alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-569 Individuals 

IND186 – Eleanor Preiss 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND186-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Pipeline safety, 

including data on pipeline accidents and incidents on Transco's system, is 
discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-570 Individuals 

IND187 – Maureen Healy 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND187-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-571 Individuals 

IND188 – Rebekkah Thompson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND188-1 Comment noted.  Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 

3.2.2 of the EIS.  The FERC does not regulate proposals for renewable 

energy projects. 

 

  



 II-572 Individuals 

IND189 – Ellen Osuna 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND189-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-68. 

 

 

 

 

 
IND189-2 See the response to comment CM1-6.  Impacts on the natural environment 

are discussed throughout the EIS.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 

4.12 of the EIS. 
 

 

IND189-3 Renewable energy alternatives and the referenced study by Jacobson et al. 
(2013) are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS.  

 

  



 II-573 Individuals 

IND190 – Tony Santiago 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND190-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on wildlife, 

including fish, are discussed in Sections 4.5 through 4.7 of the EIS.  

Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-574 Individuals 

IND191 – Edith Kantrowitz 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND191-1 Comment noted.  Impacts on marine wildlife are discussed in Sections 4.5, 

4.6, and 4.7 of the EIS.  Impacts on marine mammals, including Transco's 
request to NOAA Fisheries for an IHA under the MMPA, are discussed in 

Section 4.5.2.2 of the EIS.  Impacts on threatened and endangered species 
are discussed in Section 4.7 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND191-2 Comment noted.  Impacts on EFH are discussed in Sections 4.6.3 through 

4.6.6 of the EIS. 

 
 

 

IND191-3 Comment noted.  Impacts on benthic species are discussed in Sections 
4.5.2.1, 4.5.3.2, 4.6.3.2, 4.8.4.1, and 4.9.6 of the EIS.  See the responses to 

comments CM1-14 and CM2-24. 

 
 

IND191-4 Comment noted.  Impacts on birds are discussed in Sections 4.5.2.3, 

4.5.2.4, 4.5.3, 4.7.1.5, and 4.7.5 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
IND191-5 See the response to comment CO11-33. 

 

 

 

IND191-6 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-6.  

 

  



 II-575 Individuals 

IND191 – Edith Kantrowitz (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-576 Individuals 

IND192 – Genevieve Hitchings 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND192-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-577 Individuals 

IND193 – Anne Gatschet 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND193-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Renewable energy 

alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-578 Individuals 

IND194 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND194-1 See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-579 Individuals 

IND194 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND194-2 See the response to comment CM1-50. 

 

 

 
IND194-3 See the response to comment CM2-27. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND194-4 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety, including Transco's incident history, are 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-580 Individuals 

IND194 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND194-5 See the responses to comments CM1-31 and CO11-19. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND194-6 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
IND194-7 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-581 Individuals 

IND195 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND195-1 Your opposition to the use of the hangars for the M&R facility is noted.  

Transco's proposal to rehabilitate the hangar complex is described in 

Section 4.10.1 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-34. 
 

 

 
 

 

IND195-2 Comment noted.  The public does not currently have access to the hangars 
because the structures are in deteriorated condition.  Transco has not 

proposed an exclusionary perimeter around the hangars. 

IND195-3 Comment noted.  Transco is proposing a rehabilitated exterior appearance 
that would restore the hangars’ appearance and enhance the visual 

character of the Floyd Bennett Field Historic District in accordance with a 

design that would be approved by the NPS, FERC, and the New York 

SHPO.  See the response to comment CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-582 Individuals 

IND195 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND195-4 Comment noted.  Transco's CPP is discussed in Sections 4.10.1 and 4.11.3 

of the EIS.  See the response to comment IND195-3. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND195-5 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project, in particular the use of the 
hangars for the M&R facility, is noted.  See the response to comment 

CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-583 Individuals 

IND195 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-584 Individuals 

IND196 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND196-1 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.   

 

  



 II-585 Individuals 

IND196 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND196-2 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.   

 

 
 

 

 
IND196-3 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-586 Individuals 

IND196 – Sandra Stratton Gonzalez (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND196-4 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23. 
 

 
 

 

IND196-5 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 
and CO11-23. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND196-6 See Section 4.11.1.5 of the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 

and CO11-23.  The EPA is responsible for regulating radon. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND196-7 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-587 Individuals 

IND197 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-1 The purpose and need for the Projects are described in Section 1.1 of 

the EIS. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND197-2 The referenced statement is correct. 

 

  



 II-588 Individuals 

IND197 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-3 See the response to comment CM1-12. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-4 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and CM1-56.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-5 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

  



 II-589 Individuals 

IND197 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-6 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-7 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

  



 II-590 Individuals 

IND197 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-8 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND197-9 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

  



 II-591 Individuals 

IND198 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND198-1 See the response to comment IND177-5. 

 

  



 II-592 Individuals 

IND198 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-593 Individuals 

IND199 – Karina Wilkinson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND199-1 Comment noted.  Pipeline safety, including Transco's incident history, is 

discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND199-2 The Northeast Connector Project and Leidy Southeast Project are separate 
projects.  We considered the Leidy Southeast Project in our assessment of 

cumulative impacts in Section 4.13 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-594 Individuals 

IND199 – Karina Wilkinson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND199-3 Comment noted.  The FERC would apply the same noise standards to the 

Leidy Southeast Project as the Northeast Connector Project. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND199-4 See Section 4.11.2.3 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-595 Individuals 

IND200 – Mary Doty 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND200-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on habitats are 

discussed in Sections 4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 of the EIS.  Impacts on historical 
resources are discussed in Section 4.10.1 of the EIS. 

 

IND200-2 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-34. 
 

 

IND200-3 See the response to comment CM1-6.  Impacts on the natural environment 
are discussed throughout the EIS.    

 



 II-596 Individuals 

IND201 – Robert O'Keill 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND201-1 Your opposition to use of NPS lands for the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-597 Individuals 

IND202 – Lyra O'Karan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND202-1 Your opposition to construction during summer and to use of public lands 

for the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-598 Individuals 

IND203 – Marcia Bernstein 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND203-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  See Section 4.11.1.5 of 

the EIS and the responses to comments CM1-21 and CO11-23.   

 

  



 II-599 Individuals 

IND204 – Jon Pauley 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND204-1 Your opposition to use of NPS lands for the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

 

 

 

IND204-2 Your opposition to construction during summer is noted. 

 

  



 II-600 Individuals 

IND205 – Miguel Rios 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND205-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Impacts on the 

shoreline would be avoided by installing the pipeline under the shoreline 

using the HDD construction method.  Renewable energy alternatives are 

discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-601 Individuals 

IND206 – Richard D. Postal 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND206-1 Your opposition to the use of Floyd Bennett Field for the Rockaway 

Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-602 Individuals 

IND207 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND207-1 Your opposition to summer construction is noted.  See the response to 

comment IND1-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND207-2 Comment noted.  Visual impacts due to offshore construction would be 

temporary, limited to the period of construction.  Transco’s proposed 

rehabilitation of the hangar complex would match the visual character of 

Floyd Bennett Field, which would avoid long-term visual impacts. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND207-3 Comment noted.   

 

  



 II-603 Individuals 

IND207 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND207-4 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND207-5 Public Law 112-97 is not the subject of this EIS. 

 
 

IND207-6 The NPS and Transco have not signed a lease agreement for the hangars. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND207-7 See the response to comment CM1-1. 

 

  



 II-604 Individuals 

IND207 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND207-8 Section 2.1.1 of the EIS has been updated to indicate that National Grid 

would own and operate the portion of the Rockaway Delivery Lateral on 
Triborough Bridge and Tunnel Authority (TBTA) land.  National Grid 

would also own and operate some of the equipment in the M&R facility. 

IND207-9 Comment noted. 

IND207-10 The referenced statement is correct. 

 

 
 

 

 
IND207-11 See Section 4.6.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND207-12 Comment noted.   
 

IND207-13 Your opposition to the use of the hangars for the M&R facility is noted. 

 
IND207-14 Revenues attributed to New York City income taxes, sales and commuter 

taxes, and transient accommodations are estimates based on assumptions 

regarding the total number of local and non-local workers, duration of 
construction, total person-hours worked, materials and other purchases, 

direct and indirect spending, and other factors.  The revenue attributed to 

property taxes is an estimate provided by Transco.  A copy of the report 
prepared by The Chesapeake Group was appended to Transco's application 

to the Commission (Appendix 5C to Resource Report 5), which is 

available on the FERC's eLibrary website (www.ferc.gov) under Docket 
No. CP13-36-000. 

 
IND207-15 Comment noted. 

  



 II-605 Individuals 

IND207 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND207-16 Your opposition to the use of the hangars for the M&R facility is noted. 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND207-17 Comment noted.  Air quality impacts are discussed in Section 4.11.1 of 
the EIS. 

 

 
 

IND207-18 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

 
 

IND207-19 Noise impacts, including noise from operation of the M&R facility, is 

discussed in Section 4.11.2 of the EIS. 
 

 

IND207-20 See Section 4.10.1 of the EIS. 
 

IND207-21 See the responses to comments CM1-19, IND43-1, and IND184-1. 

 

  



 II-606 Individuals 

IND208 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-1 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-2 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-1. 

 

  



 II-607 Individuals 

IND208 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-3 See the response to comment IND43-2. 

 

  



 II-608 Individuals 

IND208 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-4 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-2.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND208-5 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-2.   

 

  



 II-609 Individuals 

IND208 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-6 See the response to comment CM1-43.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-7 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-43.   

 

  



 II-610 Individuals 

IND208 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND208-8 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-611 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 
 

 

 
IND209-2 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and CM1-14. 

 

 
 

 

 
IND209-3 See the response to comment IND1-1. 

 

  



 II-612 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-4 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and IND1-1. 

 
 

 
 

 

IND209-5 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-1. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND209-6 Comment noted. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

IND209-7 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and CM1-14.   

 

  



 II-613 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-8 See the responses to comments CM1-1, CM1-14, CM1-43, CM1-122, and 

IND1-1.  The NPS has not provided the Commission with copies of any 

comment letters.  All comment letters submitted to the Commission have 
been placed in the dockets for the Projects. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND209-9 See the response to comment CM1-43.  The Projects do not involve the 

import or export of natural gas; the Projects would provide natural gas to 

New York City. 

IND209-10 We consider all comments submitted to the Commission.  See the 

responses to comments CM1-117 through CM1-141 and CM2-65 through 

CM2-71. 

IND209-11 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-122. 

 

  



 II-614 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-12 See the response to comment CM1-43.  

IND209-13 Figure 1-1 of the EIS depicts the facilities proposed by Transco for the 
Rockaway Project.  Figure 1-4 of the EIS depicts the location of the BQI 

Project relative to the Rockaway Project.  Figure 1-2 of the EIS depicts the 

relationship of the Northeast Connector Project to the Rockaway Project.  

The location of Transco's existing system in this figure is an approximation 

based on a digital data layer of energy industry systems from Rextag 

(2013). 

IND209-14 See the response to comment CM1-1. 

IND209-15 Impacts associated with transportation and traffic are discussed in Sections 

4.9.4 and 4.13.11 of the EIS. 

 

IND209-16 The intent of Figure 1.4-1 of the EIS is to depict the relationship of the 

BQI Project to the Projects. 
 

 

IND209-17 NPS staff reviewed administrative drafts of both the draft and final EIS. 
 

IND209-18 Construction of the M&R facility would take approximately 6 months.  Up 

to 14 months could be required to rehabilitate the hangars. 
 

IND209-19 Transco is required to maintain its facilities in accordance with the DOT's 

Minimum Federal Safety Standards in 49 CFR Part 192. 
 

 

 
 

 

IND209-20 See the response to comment CM1-43. 
 

IND209-21 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for the Projects are discussed in 

Section 1.1 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-615 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
IND209-22 Marine Park is Brooklyn's largest park according to the City of New York 

Parks and Recreation Department (http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/

marinepark). 

 
IND209-23 Comment noted.  The HDD for the BQI Project was successfully installed. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

IND209-24 See the response to comment CO11-35. 

 
 

IND209-25 See the response to comment CM1-85. 

 
 

IND209-26 Impacts associated with the HDD are addressed throughout the EIS. 

 
 

 

 

 

IND209-27 Impacts on the Floyd Bennett Field Community Garden are addressed in 
Sections 4.8.7, 4.11.2, and 4.11.3 of the EIS. 

 

 
IND209-28 Table 4.5.1-1 of the EIS provides a representative, not an exhaustive, list 

of species in the Rockaway Project area. 

 
 

 

IND209-29 See Section 4.6.3.2 of the EIS.  The additives are not expected to create 
acutely toxic conditions based on the concentration of the additives in the 

fluid. 

 

  

http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/marinepark
http://www.nycgovparks.org/parks/marinepark


 II-616 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-30 Monitoring for an inadvertent release of drilling fluid is discussed in 

Section 4.1.7 of the EIS.  Additionally, Transco has stated that inspection 
personnel on the vessels beyond the exit pit would visually inspect the 

areas at least twice daily. 

 

IND209-31 The discharge of hydrostatic test water would occur more than 0.5 mile 

offshore and would not impact people using the beach.  The toxicity of the 

additives is discussed in Section 4.6.3.2 of the EIS.  Discharge of the 
hydrostatic test water is not expected to create acutely toxic conditions. 

IND209-32 Section 4.5.2.2 of the EIS has been updated based on additional 

information filed by Transco and comments we received from NOAA 

Fisheries.  Six marine mammal species are highly unlikely to be present in 
the Rockaway Project area during construction.  Impacts on the seven 

species that could be present in the Rockaway Project area during 

construction are assessed in this section. 

IND209-33 Transco calculated the number of takes using methodologies approved by 
NOAA Fisheries.  See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-1.  

IND209-34 Transco committed to providing NOAA Fisheries-approved observers for 

marine mammals and other marine species as described in the EIS.  In 

addition to these observers, vessel operators or their crews would be 
trained to watch for right whales and sea turtles to avoid vessel collisions. 

IND209-35 See the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

 
 

IND209-36 The EIS has been updated to clarify that piles would be installed and 

removed over a period of 10 days each.  Transco estimates that it would 
take approximately 60 seconds of continuous vibratory driving to install 

and remove each pile.  Therefore, the total operating time for the vibratory 

hammer would be about 70 minutes spread over a period of 10 days each 
for installation and removal of the piles. 

 

  



 II-617 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

IND209-37 Comment noted. 
 

 

 
IND209-38 See the response to comment IND209-31. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND209-39 See the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

 
IND209-40 Comment noted. 

 
IND209-41 Neither the draft GMP/EIS for the GNRA nor the 2032 summer Olympics 

(which have not been awarded) are the subject of this EIS. 

 
 

 

IND209-42 Section 4.8.4.2 of the EIS has been updated to provide additional 
information on vessel traffic.  See the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

IND209-43 Your opposition to Transco's proposed construction schedule is noted.  See 
the response to comment CM1-14. 

 

 
IND209-44 See the response to comment CM2-19. 

 

  



 II-618 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-45 Typically, evacuation would be unnecessary in the event of an inadvertent 

return on the beach or in the nearshore area.  In the unlikely event that this 
occurs, Transco would cordon off the affected area and remove the drilling 

mud in accordance with its HDD Monitoring and Contingency Plan (see 

Appendix H). 

 

IND209-46 Construction noise would have the greatest impact on individuals using the 

Community Garden at Floyd Bennett Field.  Construction noise could 
impact other users of Floyd Bennett Field, but the impact would decrease 

with increasing distance from the workspace at the proposed M&R facility 

site.  Additionally, construction noise would be a temporary impact. 
 

IND209-47 The referenced noise study included noise impacts from the exhaust fans. 

 
IND209-48 There is no evidence that Transco's proposed facilities on NPS lands would 

cause a disproportionate share of adverse environmental or socioeconomic 

impacts on any racial, ethnic, or socioeconomic group.  See Section 4.9.7 
of the EIS. 

 

 
IND209-49 No ground-disturbing activities are proposed for the access roads.  Use of 

the roads would not impact archaeological sites. 

 
 

IND209-50 Comment noted. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
IND209-51 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-619 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND209-52 See the responses to comments CM1-141 and CO11-4. 

 
 

IND209-53 We have determined that maintenance and inspection operations at the 

M&R facility would result in the release of 2.17 tons of methane once 

every 7 years.  These releases would be minor and are not expected to 

impair air quality. 

IND209-54 See the responses to comments CM1-12 and IND1-1. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND209-55 Section 4.11.2 of the EIS has been updated to provide an assessment of 

noise impacts at the garden plots closest to the proposed M&R facility. 

IND209-56 The results of our acoustical assessment indicate that noise attributable to 

operation of the M&R facility should be significantly lower than a day-

night sound level of 55 decibels on the A-weighted scale at any nearby 

noise sensitive area and the change in the noise level would likely be 
undetectable to the human ear. 

IND209-57 The purpose of this section of the EIS is to discuss the reliability and 

safety of natural gas transmission pipelines and associated facilities. 

IND209-58 A pig launcher/receiver would be installed at the M&R facility at Floyd 

Bennett Field, which is part of the GNRA.  A pig launcher/receiver would 
be installed at the tie-in between the existing Lower New York Bay Lateral 

and proposed Rockaway Delivery Lateral, which would be located 

offshore outside of the GNRA. 

IND209-59 Table 4.12.2-3 of the EIS has been updated to provide data through 2012. 

IND209-60 We added Table 4.12.2-4 to the EIS to provide data on unintentional 
offshore leaks per 1,000 miles of pipeline on Transco's system.  Section 

4.12.3 of the EIS has been updated to clarify that Transco uses both 
automatic rupture-detection and remote-controlled shut-off valves. 

 

  



 II-620 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

IND209-61 The crash bollards which would be installed at the M&R facility are 
discussed in Section 4.10.1 of the EIS. 

 

IND209-62 See the response to comment IND43-1. 
 

 

 
 

 

IND209-63 See the response to comment IND43-1. 
 

 

 
 

IND209-64 Comment noted.  The Commission is not bound to issue a decision on the 

Projects by any given date. 
 

IND209-65 See the response to comment IND209-29. 

IND209-66 See the response to comment IND209-36. 

IND209-67 Comment noted. 

IND209-68 See the response to comment IND104-9. 

IND209-69 Comment noted. 

IND209-70 We evaluated the potential to service National Grid’s market areas in 

Brooklyn and Queens by increasing supplies through Transco's existing 

Long Beach connection.  We determined that this alternative would require 
installing approximately 14.1 miles of new pipeline through the streets of 

Nassau and Queens Counties, modifying and expanding the existing Long 

Beach M&R Facility, and constructing 2.1 miles of new pipeline between 
the towns of Lynbrook and Hewlett, New York.  While this alternative 

would minimize offshore impacts, it would require many more miles of 

pipeline and cross more densely populated areas than the proposed 
Rockaway Delivery Lateral.  See Section 3.3.9 of the EIS. 

IND209-71 Comment noted. 

IND209-72 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-621 Individuals 

IND209 – Joseph Nerone (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
IND209-73 See the response to comment CM1-85. 

 

IND209-74 See the response to comment IND43-1. 

 
 

 

 

IND209-75 See the responses to comments CM1-14 and CM1-122. 

 

  



 II-622 Individuals 

IND210 – Jennifer Miranda-Gumbs 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND210-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

  



 II-623 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-624 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-1 Your opposition to construction of the Rockaway Project in summer is 

noted.  See the response to comment CM1-50.  Pipeline safety, including 

Transco's incident history, is discussed in Section 4.12 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-625 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-2 See the response to comment CM1-6.  The Projects do not involve 

hydraulic fracturing.  The Rockaway Project would not result in any 
impacts on wetlands because the pipeline would be installed beneath the 

shoreline using the HDD construction method.   

 

  



 II-626 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-3 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  Pipeline safety, 

including Transco's incident history, is discussed in Section 4.12 of the 

EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-627 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-4 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  The Projects do not 

involve hydraulic fracturing.   

 

  



 II-628 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-5 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  

 

  



 II-629 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-630 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-6 See the responses to comments CM1-14 and IND1-1. 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND211-7 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-85. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

IND211-8 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CM1-85. 

 

  



 II-631 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-9 See the responses to comments CM1-14 and CM1-122. 

 

 

 
IND211-10 See the response to comment CM1-1. 

 

  



 II-632 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND211-11 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

IND211-12 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 II-633 Individuals 

IND211 – Judith Canepa et al. (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-634 Individuals 

IND212 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND212-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 II-635 Individuals 

IND212 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-636 Individuals 

IND213 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND213-1 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-34, CM1-43, and 

IND43-1. 

 

  



 II-637 Individuals 

IND213 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-638 Individuals 

IND213 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-639 Individuals 

IND214 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND214-1 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

  



 II-640 Individuals 

IND215 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND215-1 See the response to comment CM1-43. 

 

  



 II-641 Individuals 

IND216 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND216-1 Comment noted.  Our analysis of alternative M&R facility sites is 

provided in Section 3.5 of the EIS.  Land use impacts are discussed in 
Section 4.8 of the EIS.  Visual impacts are discussed in Section 4.8.8 of 

the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-34. 

 

  



 II-642 Individuals 

IND216 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-643 Individuals 

IND216 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND216-2 See the response to comment IND177-5. 

 

  



 II-644 Individuals 

IND216 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND216-3 As described in Section 1.1 of the EIS, the Projects would provide firm 

delivery lateral service of 647 Mdth/d of natural gas to National Grid’s 

distribution system, of which 100 Mdth/d would be incremental 

(i.e., additional) supply.  Also see the response to comment IND1-1. 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

IND216-4 The Section 106 review process for the Projects is discussed in Section 

4.10 of the EIS. 
 

 

 
 

 
 

IND216-5 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-2.   

 

  



 II-645 Individuals 

IND216 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-646 Individuals 

IND217 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND217-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

  



 II-647 Individuals 

IND218 – Nicholas Lynn 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND218-1 Your opposition to the Rockaway Project is noted.  The Rockaway Project 

would not transport LNG.  Impacts on wildlife are discussed in Sections 
4.5, 4.6, and 4.7 of the EIS.  See the response to comment CM1-8. 

 

  



 II-648 Individuals 

IND219 – Gay Snyder 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND219-1 See the response to comment CM1-14.  

 

  



 II-649 Individuals 

IND219 – Gay Snyder (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND219-2 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments CM1-8 and CM2-27. 

 

  



 II-650 Individuals 

IND219 – Gay Snyder (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-651 Individuals 

IND220 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND220-1 See the responses to comment CM1-43. 

 

  



 II-652 Individuals 

IND220 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-653 Individuals 

IND221 – Karen Orlando 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND221-1 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-1. 

 

  



 II-654 Individuals 

IND221 – Karen Orlando (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-655 Individuals 

IND222 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND222-1 See the response to comment IND177-5. 

 

  



 II-656 Individuals 

IND222 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-657 Individuals 

IND222 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-658 Individuals 

IND222 – Barbara Pearson (cont’d) 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 II-659 Individuals 

IND223 – Barbara Pearson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND223-1 See the responses to comments CM1-43 and IND43-1. 
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